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barely survived the process. There were advocates of veto who
threatened to resign if reform were added, and advocates of reform
who threatened to resign if veto alone were proposed. In the end
the two parties compromised on the famous preamble of the Parlia-
ment Bill1 committing " Reform to a future generation, which
has, so far, proved unequal to it. In the meantime the Budget was
hung up 2 to the scandal of orthodox financiers, and Redmond, who
was incessantly hammering at the Cabinet door, had to be kept at bay.
In the circumstances it is less surprising that there was trouble in
the Cabinet than that it should have succeeded before the end of
March in framing an agreed policy and presenting it in the form of
Resolutions to the House of Commons. The policy was the Suspen-
sory Veto, of which Campbell-Bannerman was the principal author,
whereby a Bill was to become law without the consent of the House
of Lords if passed in three successive sessions (spread over a minimum
period of two years) by the House of Commons. The new Resolu-
tions differed from the 1907 version-in that they omitted the provision
for a Conference between the two Houses and added a clause " dis-
abling " the House of Lords from rejecting or amending a Money
Bill, so certified by the Speaker. A heated debate followed in which
Unionist speakers denounced these proposals as revolutionary and
destructive, but they were carried by the full Government majority.
The way was now clear for the reintroduction of the Budget, which
was submitted again to the House of Commons on April 20. All
through the debates on the House of Lords resolutions the intentions
1 "Whereas it is intended to substitute for the House of Lords as it at present
exists a Second Chamber constituted on a popular instead of hereditary basis,
but such a substitution cannot immediately be brought into operation : And
whereas provision -will require hereafter to be made by Parliament in a measure
effecting such substitution for limiting and defining the powers of the new
Second Chamber, but it is expedient to make such provision as in this Act
appears for restricting the existing powers of the House of Lords/*    (" Life
of Lord Oxford and Asquith," Vol. I, p. 271).
2 It was in these weeks that Asquith used the expression " wait and see "
which was made a reproach to him in after years.    Bombarded with questions.
about the intentions of the Government in regard to the Budget, he replied
uniformly, "wait and see."